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Wo. A Paper from Dr Clarke, delivered to the 
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in Convocation upon his Writings concerning 
the TRINITY. Being a Collection of ſeveral 
Original Papers, {ome * which never before 


publiſhed. | 
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b. A Paper laid by Dr Clarke before the Biſhops. Fily a 2, 
A Letter to Dr Clarke, occaſioned by n 


fore-going Pages... | 
8. Part of a Letter from Dr Clarke, in An- Gore ” 5 
ſwer to the fore-going. (Hel. : 


Biſhop of London. July 5. 
To, The \(* Ir of the Upper-Houſe. Fuly 5. 
. he Reſolution of the Lower-Houſe. Ful ) 7. 


Pulled 5 the "Author of the > above-mentioned 1 Tater 
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EAD E R. 


r Clarke, at the Concluſion of his Anſwer 

4 to the Author of Some Confiderati- 
ons &c. deſired his Readers, that © if 

he was Silent hereafter, it might be inter- 
preted as a Declaration, that He ſaw no Rea- 


lon to change his Sentiments; And decla- 


, that He intended for the future to © give 
no Anſwer to .any thing that ſhould be 
written, which, upon a careful Examination, 


He could not find to contain Arguments ei- 


ther in themfelves really weighty, or at leaſt 
Bot clearly anſwered already. And the hke 
tention He declared more fully afterwards to 
e Upper-Houſe of Convocation. 
Lt ſeems, Dr Clarke entertained Hopes, that 
vs would have prevented any more Papers he- 


hne able and learned Man, would have tho- 
ehh entered into the Merits of the Cauſe, 
d conſidered carefully All the Texts of Scrip- 
re, pon which alone the true Determination 


Az of 


r prbliſhed upon the preſent Subject; unleſs 
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PREFACE. 
of every Queſtion concerning any Doctrine of 
vealed Religion, muſt finally be founded. 
But inſlead of this, it appeared on the ch 

trary, that his Willingneſs ta acquieſce inwh 
he had alreadywritten, gave Occaſion to the pul 
liſping of many Papers, by ſuch Perſons, 
thought they were at liberty to repreſent thin 
mn what Manner they pleaſed, without ben 
contradicted. 5 
Ihe general Charge of the Lower-Honſe 
Convocation, ſent up to my Lords the Biſiy 
June 2d, 1714, was (I obſerved.) immediti 
printed, by unknown Hands, and induſtriu 
ſpread every where, without waiting for | 
f the Particulars, upon which That gener 
Charge was founded, © | 
Soon after, a Report was ſent down intot1 
Country, both in written and printed News-l 
pers, that Dr Clarke had Retracted what! 
Had written concerning the Doctrine of the I 
nity. Which Report gave many honeſt Meng 
ſmall Uneaſmeſs of Mind, notwithſtanding l 
Vote reibich paſſed afterwards in the Low 
Houſe, that there was no Truth in it. 

In a Paper, entituled The Weekly Pack! 
July 17, 1714, were publiſh d the follow 
Words „ Laft Week à Conference was ht 
AI between Mr Broughton Lecturer of St 4 
e drew's Holbourn, and Dr Clarke Rector of 
* Zames'3, upon the Subject of a late Dot 
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PREFACE 
« publiſhed by Dr-Clarke, concerning the Ari- 
an Hereſy ; at which Conference were pre- 
* ſent Seven Divines of the Church of Eng- 
land, beſides Laymen, and ſome of the Qua- 


* lity: And it was given againſt the Doctor. 


l the next Weekly Packet, July 24, 1714, 
were theſe Words : © On Wedneſday laſt ano- 
ther Diſputation was held between Dr Clarke 
and Mr Broughton Lecturer of St Andrew's, 
* it the Biſhop of London's Lodgings in Somer- 
* {et-houſe ; at which were preſent his Lord- 
* ſhip, with ſeveral other Biſhops. and learned 


Divines; the latter ſtill continuing to gain 
Ground over his Adverſary, about the Book 


* called Scripture Doctrine, written by the 
former. Of which Accounts, the One, I 


am informed, was a very falſe Repreſentation ; 
and that for the Latter, there never was gi- 


ven ſo much as the leait Grounds 
In the ſame Month was publiſhed by Mr Stra- 
han, a 24 Edition of a Book, entituled, Dr 
Clazke's Manner of Subſcribing G. With a 
New Poſtſcript, inquiring whether there beAny 
Common Prayer or Sacraments 1n his Parith. 
At the ſame time was ſet forth a Book by Mr 
Potter of Immanuel College in Cambridge, ent i- 
ruled, A Defence of Chriſt's Divinity, againſt 
Dr Clarke. Which ſeemed a very unfair Title; 
when neither had Dr Clarke ever oppoſed what 
the Scripture declares concerning the TY of 
hriſt; 


4 
4 
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PREFACE. 


Gui: M neither did Mr Potter's Book contain 


Examination of the Arguments Dr Clarke 


any 
alleged from Scripture in favaut * his Opinion 
in that Matter. 

Before the End of the ſame Month, was pul- 
liſhed, by an unknown Hand, the Paper laid by 
Dr Clarke before the Upper-Houſe of Convocati- 
don; without any of the Circumſtances, by which 
1 fond afterwards) that Paper was explain- 
ed; without the' Biſhops Reſolution conſequent 
erben and without the Vote of the Lowey- 
Houfe, which followed upon That Reſolution. 

In a Book, entituled The Political State of 
Great-Britain, for the Month of June, 1714 
ere publiſded the following Words A few 
85 Dave after, [after the Lower: honſe Extrad 
Was fent up,] © Dr Clarke thought fit to make 

* Sobmifflon to the Upper-Houfe; and to 
5 « deliver to their Lordſhips a Paper, where- 

in he PROMISED neither to write nor 


« preach any more upon thoſe abſtruſe Points. | 


* Whereby an End was put to that porten- 
* tous Affair. And, Oh, that All Divines 
F would be as wiſe : and Sacrifice their 

© private Opinions to the Peace and Unity 
* of the Church. This Repreſentation of 
zbe Matter, appear d very much to Dr Clarke's 
| Diſadvantag e And tis ſl Do e to obſerve, bow 

the ot of that Book Ck] 1 ſuppoſe, 


not a Papiſt, yet] tag: in earneſt to think it a 
laudabl: 


PREFACE. 


lalala and Chriſtian Part, fora Man to ſa- 


crifice his private Opinions to the Peace and 
Unity of the Church; that ic, to haue NO 


formity in Opinions. 


the Month of July, 1714, was again fu 
lied the Paper laid by Dr Clarke T 
Upper-Houſe ; without tbe principal Circum- 


ances, by which, it fince aas, That Paper 


19.95 explained STE 

September 3d, 1714, Was publiſhed 4 
Book, entituled, The Equality of the Son 
and Holy Ghoſt with the F ather; To which 
is ſubjoined'a Confutation of Dr Clarke's 
Scripture- doctrine of the Trinity, out of 
his own previous Writings. _ 

In the Month of October, 1714, was pub- 


ined, 
The ſame Month, in a Book entituled, The 
liſtory of the F irſt and Second Seflion of the 


f (vocation being made ſenſible, that he had 
S Wade a Sacrifice of his private Opinions to 
Ine Peace and Unity of the Church; and 
. tat by this Prudent and Chriſtian Behavi- 


dur &c. | About 


Regard = all to Truth in Matters of Religi- 
on, but only to a ſeeming Ager ment or Uni- 


In the Political State of Great-Brivain for 


efore 2 


bed 4 Book, written by My Welchman, en- 
ued, Dr Clarke” 8 Seriprure Poctrine ex- 


it Parliament, page 21, were publiſhed the 
lowing M. ords ; « The Upper-Houle of Con- 


About the ſame Time, came out ſeveral O. 
ther Accounts of the Proceedings of the Cin- 
vocation relating to this Matter: Moſt » 
| which ſeemed to repreſent Dr Clarke as Ha. 
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Their Religion in a free and impartial Study of 


and No qe The publiſhing of which, may ( ti 
Clarke, ro give the World, ſome Time or other, 
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ving made ſuch Compliances, as could not hin 
be a great Diſcouragement to All who placed 


* 


r 
Theſe Things raiſed ſuch Uneaſmeſs in the 
Minds of many honeſt and well-diſpoſed Pep. 


ſons, as gave Occaſion to the Writing of That 
Letter to Dr Clarke, which is publiſhed in the 
following Papers, No 7. By Means of whit) 


Letter, I obtained a Copy of the Papers, No 5 
hoped) be a Means of prevailing with D- 


4 flill more particular Account of this whil 


err. 


ey 


„ nn — 


1 


„ 


45 APOLOGY for Dr Clarke : Con. 
taining an Account of the late Pro- 
ceedings in Convocation upon his 
Writings concerning the Trinity. 
Being a Collection of ſeveral Original 


| Papers, ſome of which never before 


P W 


V I. 


[The c Complene of the LowerHouſe, 
June 11 
To Hi Grace the Lord Archbiſhop of Canter- 


bury, and the Lords the Biſhops of the 
Province of Canterbury in Convocation aſ- 


„ 2 AK HO” id » — _ 


Firs) The Clergy of the Lower-Houſe 


0 ee prmbly Repreſent, 
HAT a Book hath of late been 


& throughout this Province, 
ntituled, The Scripture- Doctrine of the 
„ T 2885 


publiſhed and diſperſed 


G2 
Trinity. In Three Parts. Wherein all tb 
„ Texts in the New Teſtament relating to 
that Doctrine, and the Principal Paſſages 
in the Liturgy of the Charch of England, 
are collected, compared, and examined 
B) Samuel Clarke, D. D. Rector of 
St James's W eſtminſter, and Chaplay 
1 Ordinary to Her Majeſty And ſe. 
veral Defenſes thereof, by the fam: 
Author. Which Book and Defenſc 
do, in our Opinion, contain Aſſer 
tions contrary to the Catholick Faith 
as received and declared by this RA 
tormed Church of Engand, CONCert 
ing 1 hree P Perſons of One Subſtane 
Power and Eternity, in the Unit) 
the Godbead : And rending moreo\: 
to perplex the Minds of Men in th 
Solemn Acts of Worthip, as direc 
by our Eſtabliſhed Liturgy, to t 
great Grief and Scandal of pious af at 
{obcr- minded Chriſtians, 
And whereas there are dive 
Pallages in | the Book of Comma 
| 1 


cles, which are directly oppoſed to 
ſuch Heretical Aſſertions, We 


11 
Prayer. and in the Thirty- nine Arti- 


further repreſent to your Lane 
That even theſe Paſſages have by the 


ſaid Author been wreſted with ſuch 


Subtlety, as may both teach and 
tempt the Unſtable and Inſincere to 
comply with the Laws, which re- 
quire them to declare chaie unteign- 
ed Aſſent and Conſent to the ſaid 
Book of Common-Prayer, and to ſub- 
ſcribe to the ſaid Articles, and ne- 
vertheleſs to retain and propagate 


the very Errours, which are moſt in. 


conſiſtent with dach their Declaration 


and Subſcription. 


It is with the utmoſt Concern that 


we behold theſe daring and dange- 


rous Attempts, to {ubvert our Com- 
mon Faith, to corrupt the Chriſtian 


| Worlhip, and to defeat the Church's 
main End in agreeing upon her Arti- 


„ cles 


9 
cbs; namely, The andi of Diver- 
ft ity of Opinions, and the eſt abliſhing 
of Conſent touching True Religion. 
And We cannot therefore but 
think our ſelves bound, in Duty to 
God and his Church, in Diſcharge 2 
the weighty Truſt repoſed in Us as 
Members of this Synod, and in Cha- 
rity to the Souls committed to our 
Care, moſt earneſtly to beſeech your 
1 Lordſhips to take the Premiſes into 
=o Serious and Godly Conſiderati- 
on; Aſſuring your Lordſhips of our 
Hel Dutiful and Ready Concurrence 
in any proper Methods, which may 
effectually put a Stop to this growing 
Miſchief, and remove from our ſelves 
the Reproach, which our Silence on 
po important an Occaſi on might juſtly 
bring en Us. 


THE 


OF THE 


June 4th, 1714. 


HE Biſhops highly approve 
the Zeal of the Lower-Houſe 

the Preſervation of the Catho- 
Faith, expreſſed in their Repre- 
ation laid before this Houſe the 
Seſſion; wherein they declare 


[ Concern for the great Scandal 


n to Pious and Sober-minded 


2 by {gme Books lately pub. 


liſhed 


ISHOPS. 
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mm _. 
liſhed by Dr Clarke, and their A. 
prehenſion of the Miſchiefs and da 
gerous Conſequences that may enſ; 
thereupon. The Biſhops think th 
Lower Houſe had juſt Reaſon for ſuc 
their Complaint, and will take it i 
to their Conſideration what is prop 
to do on this Occaſion. 7 
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SE, 
Their MESSAGE to the 


Lower-Houſe , _ directing an 


Extract of Pm out of” 


the Books complain d of. 


Jun 12. 1714. 


to their Conlideration what is 
proper to be done in relation to the 


Book, and ſeveral Defenſes thereof, 


complained of by the Lower- Houſe 
lon the 2d of this Inſtant une, do 
think it proper that ( tor the clearer 


IProceeding ot the Convocation in this 


Matter) an Extraci ſhould be made 


| of thoſe Patlages ir in the ſaid Books, 


which 


| * HE Biſhops having taken in- - 


6 
which give greateſt Offenſe and 
moſt liable to Cenſure. And they 
recommend it to the Lower-Houſ 
that they would with all conveniaff 
Speed prepare ſuch an Extract and |; 
it before this Houſe, together wit 
their Obſervations thereupon. 


04.200 
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En 


I EXTRACT of 


fl 


Lower-Houſc. 
Fin 23, x7 4. 


Afay it pledſ your Grace and your ane 


HE ae in puck 
ance of what your Lordſhips 
Tere pleaſed to recommend to them 
In your Paper of the 12th Inſtant, 
ave extracted ſome Paſſages out of 


lrinity + and the Defenſes thereof, 
nd have diſpoſed the Extra they 
we made under the following Heads, 
vith a Anh Regard to the ſeveral 
WG Matters 


1 
h 


PaRrTICULARSs laid be- 


fore the Biſhops, by the 


D. Clarke's Scripture-Doctrine of the 


E 
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Matters of Complaint, contain'd ir 
their late Repreſentation. 

I. Aſſertions contrary to the Ca- 
tholick Faith, as received and de- 
clared by chi Reformed Church off: 
England, concerning Three Perſons off 
One Subſtance, Power and Eternity 
in the Unity of che Godhead. 


aeg, e- Doctrine of the Trinity, Pay, 

| | 3m. 3.. | c 

1885 1 it Di. e, Word, Oucin® 

* which we cranflate of Od Subſtane 

© with the 1 be underſtood to 
1 gnifie One Individual Sil 
oy flare, this will be properly— 
© One Su a ſtence, or One Perſon only. 


cc 
Cc 


cc 


"Letter to Dr Wells pag. 47. I. 10 


* Now this, I ſay, L viz. That 

the Godhead there are Three Per(a 

«© of the ſame Divine Individual E 

75 We is an expreſs Contradiction 
the very Terms. 


— > 8 


” nj! | 


* | 4 


in  derations, p. 224. I. 12. 

* It the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Spirit, he cond to be 
de. « All but One Individual Being; it 
off follows of neceſſity, that the Son 


of and Holy Spirit have 20 Being at 


, © 2ll. 


Ibid. pag. 289. lin. 8. 
*© That 1 wo Perſons ſhould be One 
* Being, is (I think) a manifeſt Con- 


tradition. 
Ibid. pag. 297. ks 


Fon are Both but One and the Same 


Individual Being] I think, is an ex. 


* preſs Contradiction. 


VN. B. That che Words Eſſe nce, 
Being, and Subſtance, are uſed by this 
Author as e Terms, vid. 


Anſwer to the Author of ſome Conſi- 


ce This | viz. That the 33 and 


Scripture-Dofrine, pag. [24% ln. 1 
"Ca 


and 


in Our Opinion, this Tendency : 


| More e thoſe whereby the 


 ” ce) 
and 9. Pag. 270 F XII. lin. a. Pag. 
272. lin. 2, Pag. 289 8 XIX. lin. 2. 


Pag. 349 EXL. lin. 2. Pag. 350 F 
XLI. lin. 2. * 372. 8 LI. lin. 3, 


Pag. 373. lin. 19. 
Arſwer to 3 Author of ſome Con. 


 Jaerations, p. 439: 3 9s 


Seripture-Dodirine, p. 429. J. 10. 
* There are not Three Eternal r 


ere 0 
bid. lin. 17. There are not Mo! 
Three Uncreated Perſons. elt 


Ibid. lin. penult. There are not 
„ — Three Almighty Perſons. | 


II. Paſſages tending to perplex the 
Minds of Men in the Solemn Acts of 


Worlhip, as directed by our r Eſtabli 
med Liturgy. 1 Wer 


All the Paſſages . To 


Author 


) 


Author pretends to explain ſome Ex- 


preſſions in the Nicene and Athana ſi Jan 
reeds, which are Parts of our Divine 
gervice. 


omments [ Scripture- Doctrine, Part 


livers other Expreſſions in the ſaid 
reeds, in the Doxology, Litany, 
allects, and other Ofhces of Devo- 
ton. In which the Church mani- 
cltly intends the Worſhip of the 
rinity in Unity, and aſcribes one 
nd the ſame Glory to the Three 
ſerſons, without any Difference or 
kequality. | 


ts, oa 


er this Head, ſeems to be in pag. 
s of the ſaid Book: Where ha- 
Fug firſt connected the proper Pre- 
ce for Trinity Sunday with the 


4» ” 6 


of the like arid are his 


ll. Chap. II. pag. 415, c. upon ; 


| But the moſt Offenſive ve Paſſage u un- 


Fords, O Lord Holy Father Al- 
| "9 
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. 
inighiy, Everlsſting God, without tz. 
king notice that the Words | Holy Fa 
ther | are expreſsly order'd to be o. 
mitted on that Day; He afterward 
aſſerts, that the firſt, obvious, m. 
tural and grammatical Sound of 
the whole Sentence, is, that the 
Perſon of the Father 1s not One Onh 

Perſon, but Three Perſons, Which 
Proceeding of this Author, 1s not on- 
ly a maniteſt and groſs Miſrepreſen 
tation of this particular Form d 
Devotion ; but tendeth greatly to per- 
plex the Minds of Men in the Ule oi 
it, by inſinuating, that whilſt they 
are here acknowledging the One G0 
to be Not One Only Perſon, but Ihn 
Perſons in One Subſtance, they ar 
all the while addreſſing rhemtelveY 
to the Perſon of the Father fing]y 
and abſurdly declaring Him to bt 
Not One Only Perſon, but Three Pe 

1 _ 


023 TY, 
II. Paſſages in the Liturgy and 
KXXIX Articles, wreſted by De 
Clarke in ſuch 8 as 18 complain d 
of in the Repreſcntation. | 
For theſe we refer to the whole 


Second Chapter of Part III of the 


Scripture Doctrine of” the Trinity, com- 
pard with Page 24 and 25 of the 
Introduction. Jn the ſaid Second 
Chapter, He explains many Paſſages 
in the Liturgy and Articles, in a 
Senſe directly contrary to the known 
Senſe of the Church; and in the 
Introduction He de it may be 


obſerved, that he gives his Aſſent 


te the Forms by Law appointed, 
in That Senſe Only, wherein He 


WB iumſelt hath explaineg: chem. 


The rol Houſe are F 


the foregoing Extract does fully ſup- 
port their — 


But moreover we beg leave to 
obſerve, 


„„ 
obſerve, that the Offence given by 
the Books complain d of, feems to 
Us to ariſe not only from {ſuch 
particular Parts and Paſſages there. 
of as are before- cited, but from the 
general Drift and Deſign of the 
whole; the ſaid Books, in ow 
Opinion, tending to nothing leſ, 
than to ſubſtitute the Author's pri 
vate Conceits, and arbitrary Inter. 
pretations of Scripture, in the Roon 
of thoſe Catholic Doctrines, which 
the Church profeſſes and maintaing 
as warranted both by Scripture and 
Antiquity. Rs 


— 


. 22 Junii. 1714. | 
Fob. London Commiſſ: ar, ; in 
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to the foregoing E X T R AC T. 


ion of the Province Canterbury; 
and the Right Reverend the Lords 
the Biſhops of the ſaid Province in 
S onvocation aſſembled. 


5 it pleaſe your G7 a and your Lordſh is. 


Lower Honſe, for ſupport. of their 


General Charge againſt Dr Clarke,; it 


humbly re preſented to Jour Lordſhips, 
D firſt 


Dr Clarke's 6 % 5 + N 


oO the moſt Reverend Father in God 
Thomas Lord Arch- Biſhop of Can- 
terbury, Preſident of the Conwoca- 


| 'BY reply to the Particulars ſent up to 
0 your Lordſhips the 23d Inſtant by the 
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LE»; 
firſt in general, that though there are more 
than goo Texts of the New Teſtament cited 
and explained by him in the Firſt Part of 
his Seripture Doctrine of the Trinity; of 
which the moſt conſiderable are againexamin- 
edat large, in the Defenſes of the {a1d Book; 
fo as to be (in his humble Opinion) a ſuf: 
ficient. Foundation of the Inferences drawn 
from them: Yet it is not alledged, that 
Any One of thoſe Texts has been mifinter 
reted or mifapplied by him. 
And though, in the Second Part of the 
 faid Scriptur Doctrine, he has deduced di- 
tinctly in Fifty-fve Propoſitions, the Doctrine 
which (in his humble Opinion) ſeemed ii 
neceſſary Conſequence to follow from tha 


fore-cited Texts; yet it is not alledged M/s 
that Any One of thoſe Prepoſitions, wherein 
his whole Doctrine is diſtinctly expreſſe * 
18 falſe or erroneous. Vo 

But the Particulars are wholly found 
upon his Explications of ſome Meraphyſi het 
IV ords not fo Dund in Seripture; Concerning” cc 
the Senſe of which Words, it aſt be con 
felled that Learned Men have been of he 


rious Opinions. Andi if it ſhall appear, thi 
Dy Clarke has explained thoſe Terms no« 
therwiſe, than very Many of the Anti 


beef the © hurch, and of our mdf © 


eminent Englith Divines, have done bet! 
| hit 


(357 ) 4 - 


him; it is humbly hoped that your Lord- 
ſhips will not judge ſuch Explication to be 
ed worthy of Cenſure. e 


ot The Firſt Head, is an Extract of Afertions, 
n. Nomplained of as being contrary to the Catho- 
K %% Faith as received and declared by this 
il. Reformed Church of England, concerning 
un Three Perſons of One Subſtance, | Pow- 
ut cr and Eternity, in the Unity of the Godhead. 

er. Your Lordſhips will here be pleated to 


obſerve, that, in a Book of above 500 Pa- 


ges, the only thing complained of under 
this Head, is the Manner of Tranſlating 
ſome Clauſes of the Athanaſian Creed; and 
Fart of One other ſingle Sentence relating 
tothe Nicene. In which Paſſages if there 
ſculd happen to be found any thing erro- 
neous, yet 'tis hoped your Lordlhips great 


Candour and Goodneſs would make a fa- 


ſo large a Book. But whether the Paſſages 
here extracted, do contain any thing erro- 
neous, - or not; is humbly ſubmitted to 


the Particulars, 


VI a 
lh {he Firſt is as follows. Script. Doc. of 
(fs Trin. Page. 465, lin. 2. [ VIZ, 


the word 6.eovar&, which We tranſlate, of 
nol One - Sub/tance with the Father, ] be un- 
in | | 23” derſtood 


rourable Allowance for any ſuch Miſtake in 


your Lordſhips Judgment, upon each of 


* 
—ä b 


Church tranſlates it only, of ONE Subſtance 


ceived, the Sence of the Church ſhould not 


, ambiguous; but from the origin 


* 2B) 
be derſtood of gnify One INDIVIDU A], 
4 Subſtance , This will be properly 
** One Subſilence, or One Perſon only. 
That One INDIV IDUAL Subſtance, is th: 
ſame as One Subſitence, is as Self. evident: 
any Propoſition can be, whoſe Terms ar 
BG, 
Your Lordſhips will fee er obſerve 
that, what is here complained of as contrary 
to the Catholick Faith, is the denying the 
word ooo tC 10 ſignify, of One IN DI IDUAI 
Subſtance with the Father : Whereas our 


with the Father. Now the Engliſh word 
One, being ambiguous ; and equally caps. 
ble of being underſtood to mean One nm 
Number, or One in Kind; tis humbly con- 


be judged of from the Engliſh word, wh 


Greek word, which 7s not. ambiguous. For 
in all pr of anc Authors, tis agreed, the 
word diele. always f1 ignifics, of One Sil. 
ſtance in Kind; not, of One Subſtant | 


in Number: An 'tis humbly ſubmitted 
| Y Four Lordthips Judgment, whether 


c 

e 

Orthodox Eccleſiaſtical Writer val © 
es from the received Senſe of it! 
0 expreſs the Latter Notion, which ther !: 
did not want Other proper words for 


Ib: 


Tay 


1 he Couhcil of Nice in particular, in 
Their Creed, by affirming the Son to be, 
not sia 73 aue, the Subſtance of the Father. 
but is & tlas 25 rares FROM the Subſtance of” 
the Father; ſeem evidently to declare, that by 
the word 40 they did not mean, of One 
INDIVIDUAL Subſtance, or One Subſtance in 
VUMBER. What They themſelves profeſſed 
they did mean by it, is thus recorded by 
Euſebius. 1 the Debate (faith he) 78 
was agreed, that b 
the Fs « of 2 p 2 CHO e 
8 Sabſtince with the Eval muTEL T9 tou, 


« Father ”, ſbould be ry url, e  Cpap 


intended to be afjer- 


e This only, that 
| there ic no Similitude 
| vetween the Son of 


God and the Creatures 


Te Yevvnre *r ET HATH © V199 | 


Ty Oc e.g wes? wiv He Td 
aue Pe OLULTES: 1 


Tot var 75. 4901101801" 2 | 
un evo. 24 erben mas um- 


gel e Y Sfles, et C Tx 
27705. Epiſt. ad Ceſaream, a- 
rud Socr. lib. 1, & apud The- 


but odorit. lib. 1. 


made by him; 


that be is in all things likened unto his Father 
only, who begat him ; and that he is not from 


any other Subſt, fence or Subſtance, but from 
bis Father. The ſame appears from thoſe 
other words in their Creed; e % 2:7, obe iy 
eds, God of God, 1 F Light of Light : * Wh ich 
Similitude , Fuftin 


| Mart yr in His Dia- ＋ Neg; ullus dubito, cuin Pa- 


tres Nicæni huic pravo {Sabel- 
Wie with 1ryphs, liano] conceptui doctrihæ de 


lone before the C oun- ; 
Cil 


Tumine. Nam his verbis ſig- 
nificant, Filium Dei ita geni- the Senle of the hu 


cil of Chalcedon, in Their Creed , have 
Theſe words; \ ues 7109 To) mare? nam Thr comme, » 
Sten n 14.78 77 &£1-3 g THT, Conſubſtantial 


Taße Mis yauoy t ννẽꝗu mus 
E sau 2408015] OY trees pp This Very word C0 . 


(30 


Filii TW dee ic 1 eil of Nice, ver 
voluerint; cùm, poſtquam di- 
xerant, Filium de Patris Sub- largely and diſtindl ly 2 


ſtantid my efſe, mox ad- explains; ſhowin thi 
dunt, Deum de Deo, Lumen de thereby, han it wal; 


tum efle ex Deo Patre Deum 
de Deo, quemadmodum Lu- Church in His Time le 


men ex Lumine AL TE RO ac- that the Son was FH WV 
FS: Bull Defenſ. Sed, F rived from the Fa. of 


8 ther, as One Fire ; 
lighted from 1 - 1n oppoſition 9 Ce 
Thoſe, who compared him to the Light or HT. 


Splendor of the Sun, which has no diſtind Mer: 


Subſiftence of its own. Your Lordfhips will Wo 
alſo obſerve, that the Writers of the Fourth {Wir 
and following Centuries, conſtantly uſe the Hu 
word zh, in oppoſition either to maine Ml. 
or worozo1© ; which latter word properly ſig. 
nifies, of One INDIT IDUAL Subſtance, oi 
One Subſtance in NUMBER. The Coun- 


70 his Father according to his Godhead, and 
. to Us according to bis Man: 
Hool: Which ſhows evidently, that Phat 
Council did not underſtand 04040 :@- tO ſig- | 


nify, of One INDIVIDUAL Subſtance, or One 


U. 
een, in NUMBER. St Baſil, Epiſt. ZOO, 0 
F 


thus explains the word; dum & 5 on Y 1 5 
W evra i 60 Wil 


ref 


OW 

y the falſe Notion of Sabellius ; "an One 
ing hing is not confubſtantial to itſelf, but One 
was Mibing 75 conſubſtantial ro Another. Nor ('tis 
theMhbumbly preſumed) can any paſſage be al- 
eged out of any Orthodox Eccleſiaſtical 
de. Writer, wherein the word 1s uſed in any 
Fa. Mother Senſe. So that it is in your Lord- 
is Dhips Judgment, whether That which This 
to MComplaint ſuppoſes to be the Catholick 
or MFzith, be not, on the contrary, plainly con- 
ct rradicted by the Council of Nice and Other 
ill Wfollowing Councils; and the Doctrine 
which 1s complained of under this Head, be 
not clearly aſſerted by thoſe Councils. 

Among Modern eminent Writers, *tis 
known that Dr Sherlock in his Books con- 
cerning the Trinity; Bp Bull in his Defen- 


ind Dr Cudworth in his Intellectual Syſtem, 
pag. 604, Kc. do very largely and with 
great Learning ſhow, that the Ancient Wri- 
ters of the Church did All underſtand the 
word 5uedo:G@- in This ſenſe ; And declare 

Themfelves of the ſame Opinion. 
Ss Laſtly; *tis humbly ſubmitted to your 
Lordfhips Judgment, whether the words, of 
Une INDIVIDUAL Subſtance with the 
Father, be not the Very Notion of Sabellius; 
and conſequently cannot be the Catholic 
aich. Neither (tis humbly preſumed) does 

E the 


—_ 


fo Fidei Nicene, Sect. 2, cap. 1, F 12; ; 


ſtance,] in the Firſt of the 39 Articles, and 


extracted oy of the Defenſes of the Serj: 


vidual: Tis humbly hoped, vour Lordlhin | 
if what 2 been above ſaid concerning the 


not found to be erroneous. 


Lordihips. will be pleaſed to obſerve, are 


For, the Adjectives, which in the vulgar 
Fer nal, Three Uncteated, Three. Almigh- 


nal, without Ambiguity, Leds dwrto:, tres 


(32 ) 
the Church of England any where affirm the 
Son to be of One INDIVIDUAL Subſtance 


with the Father : The words, [of One Sul. 


where elſe it is uſed, being evidently inten. 
ded as a Tranſlation of the word 6uevoi0- 
The following Paſſages under this Head, 


F:re-dofrind of the Trinity; being all found. 
ed upon the Uſe of the fame word, Ind: 


will not judge them worthy of Cenfure; 
truc Signification of the word d, be 


The remaining Patſages under the fame 
Head, extracted out of the Scripture- doll 
ring of the Trinity, pag. 429, [viz Ther 
are not Three Eternal Perſons : There 
are not Three Uncreated Perſons : Then 


are not Ihres Almighty Perſons ;] you 


not Aer tions of the Author, but the word: 
of the Athanaſian Creed itſelf, as (tis hum- 
bly conceived) they ought to be tranſlated, 


Engliſh Verſion are ambiguous, [Thre 


ties, | are, in the Greek or Latin Origt- 


tern; 


EP 


ung, tres Omnipotentes, p "Whig A- 


me, when uſed without any Subſtantive 
Joined , always ſignifying Perſons : As 
hown at large in the Comment on Mar. 
"i, 17, in the Defenſe of the Scripture- 


e not,] are here put inſtead of ng 


_ ear Rendring [THEY are not; 
15 mbly conceived that This is the -=_ 
5 anſlation , for the following Reaſons. 


Becauſe f in the very next Clauſe, even 
the vulgar Tranſlation, the very fame 
1 are ſo rendred, THERE ate not, 

"Wt, THEY are not] Three Incompreben- 
bs, And 24ly, becauſe in this Rendring, 

HERE are not Three Almighty Perſons, 

One Almighty Perſon ] the ſeeming Con- 

action is more ealily removed, by diſtin- 

hing the Signification of the word 40. 


rl HEY are not Three: but One <1 
00 ich, without ſuch Diſtinction, might 
bz ought to favour Sabelliani ſin. And that 
„reis juſt ground for diftinguiſhing the 
mification of the word Almighty, in or- 


ears from hence, that in this very Creed, 


terni, Three eternal Perſons ;, „ Teas aurtcei, 
es increati, Three uncreated Perſons; a,, 


icbty Perſons ;] the Maſculine Adjective 


Farine. And whereas the words [THERE 


b; than in that other Rendring, 


/o to remove the ſeeming Contracdliction; 


5 the 


e ee 


—— 
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— 


rarnnfd rg, Three Supreme over All; b 


Hand of the Father, God Almighty,] it 


In Reply to the general Charge thercf 


Worſhip, as (tis humbly concerved) 


effect promote That tincere Endeavour 


(340 


the Words [ Three Almighties ] are (in f 
Greek Copy of Henry Stephens,) not 2 


only Tarr upapor, all-powerful - Whereas] 
the following words, | Sittethoy the rig 


TEITNgET we OUPre eme Oer . 


Under the Second Head, Cortplat 
made to your Lordihips, that All Dr Clar 
Comments upon the Liturgy, ( Part UL 

2,) tend to PERPLEX the Minds of My 
ben Act of Warſhip, as directed by 
eftabliſhed 1 

Hore and in what particular manner tt 
tend to Perplex Mens Minds, is not { 


tis humbly repreſented to your Lordi 
that the whole and only Deſign of th 
Comments, inſtead of introducing Perjl 
25 and Confufs ion, was, on the contrary, 
aſſiſt Men to frame in their Minds ſuch] 
tint Notions in their Acts of Religt 


Texts of Seripture cited in the Firſt Pal 
the Scripture-Dofrine, and the Paſſage S 
the Litu £y in the fir F Chapter of the . 
Puri, do clearly furnith them with. V 
ther the aforeſaid Comments do really at 


D 


dus Paſſages of the 


33 Pearſon, Biſhop 
Hl, 

It is to be obſerved (fairh 
e learned Biſhop Bull, in 


es) that in the Clementine 
urg), (ſo called,) which ts 
e Learned on all hands 
feſſed to be very Ancient, 
to contain the Order of 
orſhi ip obſerved in the Eaſtern 
hure les wats the Times of 
onſtant ine; all the 


lexity and Confuſion; 
o your Lordſhips Judgment. 
The Reaſon and Ground of the aforeſaid 

harge, is ſuggeſted to be, that the Church 
ſcribes One and the ſame Glory to the Three 
Perſons, without any Difference or Inequali- 
But though the proper Preface for Tri- 
ity-Sunday, does indeed ſuppoſe the Glory 
N the Three Perſons to be the ſame, 
rithout any Difference or Inequality, with 
ard to the Notion of One Stebſt ance men- 
oned in that Preface ; yet *tis humbly 
onceived, that from the Texts F Scripture 
td in the Firſt Part of the Scripture- 
hoctrine, (wherein the Acknowledgment of 
15 as Lord, 1s declared to be 19 the Glo- 

of God the Father ; and from the nume- 


Is Diſcourſe concerning the 
riſtence and Nature of An- 


( 


Deſign, or 00 on the contrary) introduce per- 
is humbly ſubmitted 


Antient Fathers and 
molt eminent Modern 
* Dives, in the “e- 


cond Part ot that” 


Book, (wherein thole 
"Writers clearly main- 


tain the Supreme Ho- 
nour of God the Fa- 
ther ;, ) and from the 
very many Places of 
the 7 , cited in 
the firſt Chapter of 


Ez 2: ms 


, - jdt 4 


CET. 
3 e 8 10 75 the Third Part of thi 
1 — 5 chriſt; 5 they Are, God ſaid Book, ( wherei 
OW nn, eee 
0 den it defiral "they Cho are Exprelsh 
dad be, on re bt declared to be honour 
5 ed, as being moſt Hig 
in the Glory of God the Father; at 
the proper Authority and Offices of ac 
of the Three Perſons are diſtinctly { 
forth :) from theſe Grounds, *tis hun 
bly conceived, it may juſtly be colled 
ed, that it never was the Doctrine d 
Practiſe, either of the Catholick Church 
or of the Church of England in particular 
to aſcribe in all reſpects One and the ſam 
Glory, Honour and Worſhip, TO the Tha 
Perſons, without any Difference or Inequi 
lity; and ſo exclude all real Subordzmati 
on of the Second and Third Perſon to thi 
Firſt. | FE 
But the moſt offenſrue Paſſage under thi 
Head, is {aid to be in pag. 476 of the ſame 


ys © goo 0 3 


Book; © where having firſt connected toy i 
© Proper Preface for Trmity-Sunday, willy 
* the Words (O Lord, | Holy Father] A 
«< mighty Everlaſting God,) without taking ; 
notice that the Words | Holy Father] at 
« expreſcly ordered to be omitted on Tha 
« Day; he afterwards aſſerts, that the fi ; 


e Go vigus, natural, and grammatical Sound 0 
the whoie Sentence, is, that the Perſon 
bo | WES "2 94 1 

„ 


1 


"> 
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the Father is not One only Perſon, Burt 
« Three Per "ſons. Which Proceeding o _ this 
Author, is not only a manifeſt and groſs 
« Mz ſrepreſentation of this particular Form 
« of Devotion; but tendeth greatly to perplex 
« the Minds of Men in the Uſe of it, by in- 


* ledging the One God to be not One only Per- 
« ſon, but Three Perſons in One | Subſtance, 
® they are all the while addreſſing —_ 
* ſelves to the Perſon of the Father ſingly, 
"off © and abfurdly declaring him to be, not 
One only Perſon, but Three Perſons. ” In 
reply to which, *tis humbly offered to your 
Lordſhips C Conſideration, that the Words 
e | Holy Father] in the Paſſoe here referred 
que to of the Scripture- Doctrine of the Ty nity, 
ut are included in Brackets, to ſignifie they were 
th to be omitted, though the Rubrick directing 
mem to be ſo omitted, was purely through. 
inadvertency not added in the i 
And the Difficulty which Dr CJarbe repre 

ſents, in underſtanding That Preface ; Jock 


[es the Words [Holy Father] to be ſtill ex- 
preſſed, notwithſtanding the Direction for 
their being omitted; (which is what the 
© Complaint ſuggeſts : 5 but from This, tliat 
the Other Words, 6 Lord, Almighty ever- 
ding God, and Who art, being All no leſs 
0 08 221 [onal , than the Words | Holy Father 
2 | which 


X _ 
— </es  e. =e die LS — * 


finuating that whilſt they are here acknow- 


not ant from hence, that He ſuppo- 


9 


which are ordered to be omitted; they 


do ſtill, notwithſtanding that Omiſlion, 


continue as neceſſarily to ſignifie God rhe 
Father, as if the Words | Holy Father 
had not been omitted. For he humbly 
thinks it cannot be conceived, that the Words 
[ Alnighty-—-—God,] which in the Scripture, 
i and in all the Ancient 

+ See Biſhop Pearſon on the ꝙ Fathers; and in the 


Creed, Pag. 41, Edit. 4th. . Apo tles . an $i 


* Sitreth on the right Han | 
of the Father, God Aimighty. * the Athanaſian Creed 


it ſelf; and in this 
General Preface, as it is ordered uſually to 
be read, are declared to ſignify God the Fa. 
ther; ſhould, one day in the Year, by reaſon 
of the omiſſion of the preceding word | Ho- 
ly Father, \ loſe their conſtant Signification. 
*T1s manifeſt the Church of Rome, from which 
this Preface was taken, underſtands theſe 


Words, | Almighty everlaſting God, who art 


ec. ] to ſignify the Perſon of the Father upon 
Trinity-Sunday, no leſs than at other times. 
As appears from the whole Conſtruction 
of this Preface in the Roman Miſſal, and 
particularly from their not omitting the 
word | Father | upon Trinity-Sunday, The 


Words, as They uſe them, are theſe : 


** [ Domine Sancte, Pater Omnipotens, æter- 
* ne Deus: Qui, cum unigenito Filio tuo 
„& Fpiritu ſanto, Unus es Deus, unus 
* £5 Dominus; non in unius ſingularitate 

„ « Perſon?, 


— 


6 

perſonæ, fed in unius Trinitatis ſubſtan- 
« tiæ: Quod enim de tua gloria, revelante te, 
« credimus ; hoc de filio tuo, hoc de Spiritu 
« Sando, fine differentia diſcretionis ſenti- 
« mus. | The Conſtruction of which words 


evidently ſhows, that the Difficulty obſer- 


ved by Dr Clarke in the Paſlage complained. 
of to your Lordſhips, does not depend on 
the inſertion or omiſſion of the words [Ho- 
ly Father ;] and that it is not ſo eaſy to 
be removed by any other Explication, as 
by that which 1s offered in the words next 
following the Paſſage here complained of. 


Under the Third Head, Complaint 1s 
made to your Lordſhips, that Dr Clarke, in 
the 8 2d Chapter of the Third Part of 
His Scripture-doctrine, has explained many 
Paſſages in the Liturgy and Articles, in a 
Senſe directly contrary to the KNOW N Senſe + 
of the Church. —- : = 

The Senſe in which the ſaid Paſſages are 
there explained, *tis humbly conceived, 1s 
fully ſhown, in the Firſt Part of the Scrip- 
ture-doctrine, to be the Plain Senſe of 


Scripture; and, in the ſecond Part, to be 


the Senſe of Many (and thoſe the moſt An- 
cient) Fathers of the Church; and in the 
Firſt Chapter of the Third Part, to be the 


expreſs Senſe of numerous plain Paſſages 1n 
the 


Y s 
* 
a | ( 40 ) 


the Titurgy and the Only Senſe wherein 


{in his humble Opinion) all Theſe can clear- 
ly be reconciled to each other. In what 


Otber place or places, That Rule, which in 


the Complaint is called the KNOWN Senſe 
of the Church, is to be found; your Lord- 
{hips will obſerve, is not faid. 

It is further complained, that Dr Clarke 


in his Introduction, pag. 24 and 25, deſires 


it may be obſerved, that he gives his Aſſent 
zo the Forms by Law appointed, in that 
Senſe only, wherein He himſelf hath explained 
hem. And it is humbly left in your Lord. 
ſhips Judgment, whether any ſincere Man 


can or ought to aſſent to any thing in any | 
other Senſe, than in that which appears to 


Him (according to the beſt of his Under. 


ſtanding) to be the only conſiſtent Senſe, in 


which the ſeveral Parts can be reconciled 
with the Scriptures and with one another. 


The Lower Houſe are per ſwaded, the | 
foregoing Extract does fully ſupport their 
Repreſentation. But your Lordſhips will 


be pleaſed to obſerve, that they have not 
ſo much as artempred to make good the ſe- 
vereſt part of it, by declaring any of Dt 
Clarkes Aſſertions to be Heretical. | 


The lower Houſe conclude with obſer- 
bin 
© 


uy from ſuch particular Parts and Paſſages 


e 8 
„ eee Po Pos 
„And whereas it is alledged that the ſaid 
„ Wks tend to nothing leſs, than 3 
a. the Aut hors private Conceits and arbi- 


y Interpretations of Scripture, in the 
* of thoſe Carholick Doctrines which the 


th by Scriprure and Antiquity : *Tis con- 
led, the ſaid Books do indeed contain 
e Authors own Opinions: Otherwiſe 
would be a very unfair Writer. But 


urch, *ris humbly hoped will not be your 
fdihips Judgment, upon a Diftin&t Ex- 
nation of the ſeveral Particulars. 


Upon the Whole; 'tis with great Sub- 
ion repreſented to your Lordſhips, that 
Author of the Books complained of, 
Wu | F | has 


ing, that the Offenſe given by | the Books. 


mmplained of, ſeems to them to ariſe not 


bereof, as are before-cited ; but from the 
meral Drift and Deſign of the Whole. 
ut 'tis humbly hoped, your Lordſhips - 
ill be of Opinion, that No Whole can 
we any other Drift or Deſign, than what 
iſeth from the Particulars the Whole is 


urch profeſſes and maintains as watramed 


it His Interpretations are Arbitrary, and 
Opinions in any part contrary to the 
dirine of Scripture or of the Catholick 


4 
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ons and Writings: And therefore tis 


- To underſtand rightly the Scripture-Dolfi 
trine, in a Subject of ſo great Difficulty 
he was humbly of Opinion, that the Me 


* —— 
* 2 * 


cles of the Church of England, a very greÞuc 


Fcriptures 3 to make his Work the mo 


15 . 
has made it the conſtant Endeavour of 
His Life to promote the Knowledge and 
Glory of God, and the Intereſt of the 
Chriſtian Religion, by all His A: 


humbly hoped, the Author will not þ 
thought capable of having had any 0 
ther Deſign in the Books now complained o 


thod moſt proper in it ſelf, as well as mo 
agreeable to the Principles of the Reforni 
tion, was to collect all the Texts of th 
New Teſtament relating to that Matte 
which are in Number more than goo ;, ati 
from thoſe Texts, ranged under prope 
Heads, to deduce the whole Doctrine in g 
neral Propofitions, compared with the Oni 
nions of the Ancient Fathers of the ChurdiWin 
and of Modern Learned Divines. A 
conſidering, that in the Liturgy and A 


Number of Paflages appeared to Him ve 
clear and expreſs for That which he took W 
be the Doctrine of the Scriptures ; and tif 
it could not heromè him to ſuppoſe, tiff 
the Dodrines delivered in the ſaid Litu 
and Articles contradicted each other or 


ule 


(49) 
uſeful, he was encouraged to attempt ſuch 
n Explication of all thoſe Paſſages, as he 
thought would beſt ſhow how they might 
be underſtood conſiſtently both with Them- 
ſelves and with the Scriptures. In a Work 
of which Nature, the Divine Authority of 
the Inſpired Books required, that the Ex- 
preſſions taken from Scriprure ſhould be made 
the ® Meaſi ure of ind 1 7 * faich Bp Pearſon 
terpreting ſuch as tar whatſoever is Alive in 


were not taken from be Creed, we Therefore believe 
becauſe it is contained in the 


ueriprure 5 And not Scriptures : and conſequently 
on the contrary. If mt $0 hes 8 
| . | contained there. Whence A 
therefore he has ſome- this' Expoſition. of the Mholr, is 
times not taken Words 3 but an ae and 
a 1 * ..., Proof of every particular part 
In the moſt obvious of the Creed by ſuch Scriptures 
Senſe of them ; {ince as deliver the ſame, according 
is no more than what ” -=— True Interpretation of 
þs allowed in explain £9" 
Ing all Books, even Þ + As in reconciling St Paul 
Wo Lud „hein, and Sr Fames ; when the One 
be Scriß Fures them Ae Frm a Man i. juſtified 
ſees, in order to re- by Faith only; and the Other, 
nove ſeeming Con- chat he is not juſtified by Faith 
PT . only. N 
tadictions; nothing pe 
ut what has been practiſed with univer- 
al Approbation in explaining Other Doctrine: 
If the Church, even Articles of the Creed 
F. whether, in the preſent caſe, it de- 
ſerves Cenſure, is moſt humbly ſubmitted 
Fo your Lordſhips Juſtice and Goodneſs; 
FE „„ whoſe 


n 
whoſe known Wiſdom and 7 — as well 
as great Learning and Knowledge of Scrj 
ture and Antiquity, give the juſteſt Groun 
to expect, that your Lordſhips will judg 
nothing to be erroneous or Kite, but whz 
really and ante 3 


June 26th, 1724. 


The Fe foregoin Paper was (as I am info 
med) preſented to fome of my 'Lords tl 
Biſhops ; but (for Ss not needful her 
ro be mentioned) Was not laid 9 28 th 


22355 


After 7 there appearing, in ino th 
whole Upper Houſe, a great Diſpoſition i 
prevent Diſſenſions and Diviſions, - by comin 
0 4 Temper in this matter; Dr Clarke (. 
ſeems.) was prevailed upon 70 lay 19 20 then 
The 3 Paper. 


P A p E R 


Lagid by Dr. CLARKE 
Before the 


[B15HOPS, 


Jah 2d. 1714. 


Y Opinion 3 is, That the Son of 
Got was eternally begotten by 
%; . 5 Incomprehenſible Power and 
Will of the Father; and that the 
K Holy Spirit was likewiſe eternally 
"Rl from the Father, by or 
through the Son 5 according to the 

| eter- 


46) 


eternal Incomprehenſi ble Power al 


Will of the Father. 


Before my Book, Intitul d, The 
gcripture- Doctrine @vc. was Pub. 
liſb d, I did indeed Preach two or thre! 
Sermans upon this Subject; but ſince 
the Book was Publiſh d, 1 have never 


Preached upon this Subj 2 : And (be. 
cauſe I think it not Fain to Propoſe Par- 


ticular Opinions, where there is not 


Liberty of Anſwering, ) I am willing 1 


promiſe (as indeed I intended) not vi 


preach any more upon 29% $ abel. 


4 do not Intend to write any mon 
concerning the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
But if 1 ſhall fail herein, and writ 


any thing hereafter, upon "this Subject 


contrary to the Doctrine of the Church 
of England, I do bereby willingly ſub. 


wit my ſelf to any ſuch Cenſure, s 


my Superiors fall think fit to paſs 


Hpon Hie. 


4. Ant 


| 


| 


aud 


The 
ub. 
„rte 
Once 
ever 
4 
Har. 


Not 


(42) 


4. And whereas it has been 3 
reported, That the Athanaſian Creed, 
and the 3d and 4th Petitions in the 
Litany, bave been omitted in my 
(urch by »y Direction, I do hereby 
declare, I hat the 3d and 4th Peti- 
tons in the Liteny fx never been omit- 
ted at all, as far as I know ; and that 
the Athanafi ian Creed was never omitted 
it Eleven a Clock Prayers, but at 
Early Prayers only, for brevity ſake, at 
the diſcretion of the Curate, and not by 
my A ppomntment. 


8. A) to voy Private nn L 
am not conſcious to my ſelf, that I have 
given any juſt Occaſion for thoſe Report | 
which have been ſpread concerning me, 
with relation to this Controverſy. 


Tack l ory that what ] ſincerely intended 


for the Honour and Glory of God, and 


ſo to Explain this great Myſtery, as to 
woid the Hereſies in Both Extreams, 


Vould have given any Offence to this 


"0M 


6 
Synod, and particularly to my Lordi 
the Biſhops. I hope my Behaviour for 
the time to come, with relation bereunto, 


will be ſuch, as to prevent any fitur 
Complaints ai me. 


— 


[LETTER 


L AA E 


Occaſ oned by the fp 
i * AP E R. 


To as Reverend Dr Clarke, Rector of 
St James s Weſtminſter. 


Reverend Sir, 


HE Paper you WEE pleaſed to 
deliver in to the Biſhops and 
hive ſince publiſhed, has — A 
real and ſenſible Grief to my ſelf, as 


well as the reſt of your Friends heres 
Cz | = abouts. 


LS) 
abouts. 8 that we think it con- 
tains (what your Enemies would have 
it thought) a real Retractation of any 
thing you had before ſaid; but be- 
cave it 1s o very like a Retractation, 
and yet is not ſuch; and ſeems to be 
penn d with a plain Intention onl 
to ward off Perſecution. Beſides, 
had hitherto di! icreetly avoided > Loſe 
modern Terms, eternally begotten, and 
eternal Generatioh upon account of their 
ambiguous Meaning: Whereas in This 
Paper you ex preſs your Belief of them 
in an unlimited Senſe; as if you 
ht the Word Et id fi gnified 

tac- ſame thing in the higheſt Senſe, 
When apply.d to the Generation of 
the Son = Proceſſion of the Hol 
Ghoſt, as when apply'd to the Power 
and. 57 i# of the Father. If ſo, the 
hole Cauſe would be given up. 
For tho the Generation of the Son 
ind Proceflion of the Holy Gho$# may 
r a ſenſe be ſaid to be eternal, as they 
were "6 er and gg dd yet what 
| * 15 


N- | 7X 5 1 y 
is this to the abſolute Eternity of a 
elt exiſtent Being ! Nowatian's Expreſ. 
lon 1s very remarkable: Pater lum pre- 
dit ; quod neceſſe eſt prior fit, qua Fater 
b; ken antecedat neceſſe eſt eum qui 
aer Originem, ille qui Originem neſcit. 
n the higheſt and moſt proper Senſe of 
ne Words, eternal Generation implies 
| manifeſt Contradiction. To ſay 
omething that has a "Ines Entendre 
0 ſtop the Rage of Perſecution, and 
0 leaſe the Orthodox, how natural 
it to make nle of that Method 9 
ut whether That be not corrupt 


ſe 

Je ure, I am loath to ſay ; becaule 
oh know not my own Frilty, and in- 
_ ed none of us know our own 


rength and Courage till we come 


he 

p. be try'd. 

= [am not able to think what I could 5 
ay or do for ſo valuable a Thing as N 
ey e Peace of the Church, which cer- 
5 fly 1 is greatly to be regarded: But 
1% Pere is a falſe Notion of Peace, which 


uld have ene pur a Stop to 
. tke 


Suppoſe the Report had been try 


it had been no way to your Dil 


thers beſides my ſelf, that would ng 
that they liked that Creed, tho the 
Print. 
and Vertues render you fo exceedin 
ly valuable to me, I ſhould not t 
Reputation. And the Freedom I u 


will pleaſe to let me have the Favs 
of ſomething under your Hand, . 


„ 
the REFORMATION, had the Ci 
of it been then regarded. Good Sy 


that you had directed or conniv'd ; 
the Omiſſion of Athanaſmns's Cree 


putation; for then you had ade 
but agreeable to your Principles: Fc 
I could tell you of Many many 
for all the World have it though 
have never expreſs d their diſlike | 


Pardon me, Sir, that I am thus fr 
with you; Did not your Learnit 


ſo much pains as I do to clear yo 


is chiefly with this View; That 50 


may be a better Apology than an) 
can at preſent think of, For In 


ſuppf 


„ 
ie Cr ſuppoſe that you are yet That Good 
d Si and Great Man I always took you 
' tru] to be. And tho you ſeem to me to 
1vd & have weakned your Scripture-Doclrinez 
Oreed yet 1 cannot forbear telling you, *Tis 
Dif what I would not willingly part with 

ace for half the Vatican. 
: F We hear of a Second Paper you 
ny delivered to the Biſhop of London, 
Id on more Explanatory of your Scntiments 
ugh and Conduct than the firſt; A ſight 
the of which would be acceptable ro Us. 
ke I ſhall give you no further Trouble 
at preſent. Only | hope you will do 7 
us fi me the . to believe that 
arniß 
din 1 5 
tt] I am, Rev. Sir, 


1 ES 
iu 5 Tour moſt affectionate Brother 


x and humble Servant. 
1 

an) 

Nv 


pp 


Part 


— P — 


W. 
W 2 a 


k ETT ER 


From Dr CLARKE | 


In Anſwer to the fore-going. 


— —ũ—w — — — 


ragraph of the Paper you 


are 3 cb diſturbed at, was not io 


aſſert any thing different fl rom what I 


had before written ; but 55 to ſhow, 
that I did not in any of my Books teach 
( as had by Many been induſtriouſly re- 
ported ) the Doctrine of Arius, | vi. 
that the Son of God was a Creature, 
made out of nothing, juſt before che 
Beginning of This World; +1 put that 
De was begotten eternally, thai is, with- 

| OUT 


TY L in the ferſt 2 


8 
ut any limitation of Time, Le. nas, el 
vier dior ivy, ago, x TdyTEy Aa, | in. 
the incomprehen(; ible Duration of the 
Father's Eternity : Not by abſolute Ne- 
eliry of Nature, (which infers Self- 
| Wiiftence and Independency, ) but by the 
Power and by the Will of the Father: 
that the Father alone is, and is to 
Honoured as being, the Supreme Ori- 

mal and Lord of All, Himſelf with- 
Wit Original. See Scripture-dodrine, 
9. 4313 Reply to Mr Nelſon „pag. | 
13; ond Anſwer to the Author of 
ome Conſiderations, pag. 226, 227. 
And the like 1s to 15 underſtod re- 
xectively, concerning the Holy Spi- 
It, 


8274 


1 herefore if any Ny iter in this Con- 

rer), ſhall at any time from the word 
V, ter 15 ( a5 n t fear) un- 
5 nal, znfer you ſeem to fear 


iginate, neceſſary, or independent 


uſtence; I did then and do ſtill de- 


ky , that in That ſenſe, 1 think the 
Ba I'd can or) ) be plied fo the Fat hei 
5 an 
J= 1 


ie ee ee eee an 


ing already ſufficiently expreſſed my 0 


pinion in wy 


and confine my Preaching to the par 


I bad already written, as containing 
ſufficient Explication of my Opinion, i 
leſs any New Adwverſary ſhould give . 


* 6 


The Intention of the 2d Paragraph 


was not to ſignify that I would, in m 


Preaching, explain Scripture otherwi| 
than I bad formerly done; but that has 


/ritings, I was willin 
for the future to refer to Thoſe Writing 
in matters abſtract and controverſi 


that immediately relate to Practiſe. 
ts the zd Paragraph, ( as I thei 


declared) I did not oblige my ſelf, 
10 write any more upon This Subjec 


but only expreſſed my Intention (« 


had before done at the Concluſion of 
Anſwer to the Author of Some Co 
ſiderations &c. ) to acquieſce in wh. 


| 
7 
1 


1 


caſion for further C ontrover[y In wh 


caſe, what ſhould bereafter be publiſh 


1 willing to leave to the Fudgme 3 


4 


* of my. Superiours, whether it + deſerork, 
„ cenſure or no. 8 


In dh Paragraph, I did not mean 
O ge any occaſion of judging, that I 
in bed at all altered the Opinion 1 had ex- 
preſſed in my Scripture-Doctrine, pag. 
«6045 4---461, concerning the Litany ; 
part and pag. 446---454, concerning the 
Athanaſian Creed: E Of which, the 
WY orcat and Pious Arch-Bijſhop Tillotſon, 
cthellin 4 Letter dated at Lambeth, October 
„z, 1694, hug ſpeaks; © The Account 
"given of Athanaſius's Creed, ſeems 
to Me 0 ſaith he] no wile farifacto- 
I wiſh we were well rid of it:) 
Bu Fr of my Lords the Biſhops haw-. 
Mins received Information of a Fact which 
„% Nas wholly Falle, I did not think it 
Neaſonable to ſuffer my ſelf to lie under 
any Prejudice upon Account of a matter 
altogether without Ground. 


6 1 


The th and ft Paragl aph was c- 
tn by AH unjuſt Report induftriouſly 
11 pre ad, 


Tan) 


ſpread, that I bad in private Conwer- 
' ſation ſpoken things, with relation to | 
this Controverſy , tending to diminiſh 
the Honour of Chriſtian Religion : For 
which Report, you will eaſily believe, 
there never was given the leaſt Ground, — 


After the Paper which was the Oc- | 


caſion of the two foregoing Letters, 
had been laid before the Upper - Houſe; 


Dr. Clarke, it ſeems, being apprehen- 
live, that 1 ond be eee, | 


ſeparately, (as has fince happend, ) 


without any true Account of the ꝑre- 


ceding and following Circumſtances, 


it might be liable to be e OR 


in . Par ticulars; cauſed the fol- | 


lowing Explanation to be preſented 


to the Right Reverend the Lord| 


Biſhop of London, the next time the 


- vpn met. 
THE 


2 — — 


APE R, 
Delivered to the | 


Biſhop of London. 


P 


>| | 
ſe; Fuly 5th, 1714. 
en- | en, | 
ed May it pleaſe your Lordſhips. 
* W 
2 


THereas the Paper laid before 
| your Lordſhips on Friday 
aſt, was, through Haſte and want of 
Time, not drawn up with {ſufficient 
Exactneſs ; ſome things therein being 
rd Foot ſo fully expreſt as they might have 
the been; and others expreſſed in ſuch a 

manner as may be liable to be miſ- 
underſtood, as not explaining with 


E 2. ſufficient 


F P & 5 
ſufficient Clearneſs and Diſtinneſs 
my whole Thoughts to your Lord. 
ſhips upon the Subject therein con- 
tained: And whereas, if my prelent| 
Meaning in any part of it, ſhould 
Now be miſunderſtood, I may hercaften 
be thought not to have fully and 
ſincerely opened myſelf to your La | 
ſhips; I do humbly and with all 
Submiſlion beg leave to take this im- 
mediate Opportunity of repreſenting 
to your Lordſhips, that I think my 
ſelf indiſpenſably obliged in Conſci4 
ence, to lay before your Lordſhip 
the following Explanations of the 
aforcſaid Paper, 


= Viz. 
That -wheneds declared in That 
Paper my Opinion to be, that the Son 
was eternally begotten, by 57 eternal in. 
comprehenſible Power and Will 0 of thel 
Father; And that the Holy Spirit, &c 
did not mean thereby to Retract any 
thing I had written; but o declare 
| chat 


any 


-Jareſ 


that 


5 


tat theOpinion ſet forth at large in the 


Book Intitul'd, The Scripture-Doctrine of 
the T rinity, KT 1n the Defenſes of 7 143 18, 


mat the Son was eternally begotten, by 
e eternal incomprehenſible Power and 
S\\ill cc. 
comprehenſible Power and Will of the 
Fatber,}] 1 deſire may be ſo underſtood, 
to ſignify that God the Firkes 
| flonc 18, 
ein 


0 of All, Himſelf without Original. 


Which words, 


Fbe eternal 


and is to be honoured as 
, drairtcs and T&ruiriog, the Original 


W whereas I declared ] did not 


end to write any more concerning the 


Doctrine of the Trinity : But if I ſhould 


ful herein, and write any thing hereafter, 


Nc. I de it may be ſo underſtood, 


b not to preclude my ſelf in point * 


onſcience from a Liberty of making 
Sonn 
in. 
” the 


ny inoffenfive Corrections in my or. 
ner Books, if they thall come to an- 
her Fan or from 2 vindicating 
nyſelf from any Miſrepreſentations or 
13 which may poſſibly here- 
ter be caſt upon me on the occaſion” 


of 


T Pi 5 

61 This Controverſy ; But only tc 
ſignify, that I have no preſent intentio 
of writing any New Book; and that. 
if hereatcer ] ſhall at any tins write 
any thing which your Lordſhips ſhal | 
judge worthy of Cenſure, I ſhall rea) 
dily ſubmit to ſuch Cenſure. EIN 


THY 


E 


Ce] 


y lf _ 


Ne 10. 1 
le RESOLUTION of 
he Upper-Houſe, (after the 


LDelivery of the fore · going Ex- 
planation to the Biſhop x 


London) July 5. 1714. 


XJ E having eb Paper 4. 
ſcribed by Dr Cla te, con- 
ning a Declaration of his Opinion 
| Wicerning the eternity of the Son 

Holy Spirit, together with an 
count of his Conduct for rhe time 
Wit. and Intentions for the time to 
ime ; which Paper we have ordered 
bbe eutreck in the Acts of this Houſe, 


that 


(hall | 


ower-Houſe, do think fit to proceed 
0 farther upon the Extract laid be- 
re us by the Lower-Houle. 


_ THE 


id to be communicated to the 1 


* , * ? 
2 FS. 4 2 . -F 

E Fl = Fy %, - ; » 
” A. . 8 Y 
at g 
* ] ona INE 5 2 # 

. : _ . 
-; 2 f 1 ; 


NV. 11. 


The RESO LUTION 
1ſt Lower-Houle FL Con 


cation. Ju Te. 3 1 


t 


Eſelard, T high it 15 De Opint 
of this Houſe, that the Pap 
{ubtcribed by De. Clarke, and- co 
municated. by the Bilbops to 
Lower-Houle on the 5 th Inſtant, c 
not contam in, it any Recanterin 
the Heretical. Aſſertions, and ot 
oftenſive, Paſſages, com Jained of; 
this. Houſe in their Repreſerral 
and afterwards, produced, in tl 
Extract out of the. Books publi 
by that Author; nor doth give f 
Satisfaction for x great Scandal, 
caſioned by, the ſaid Books, as OU 
to put a ſtop to auy Ether: Ex4 


nation and Cenſure thercof. 


„FCC 5 


